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OLIHKA B3AEMO/II TEHOTHUII x CEPEJIOBUIIE
COPTIB AYMEHIO APOI'O 3A 10IIOMOI'OIO
GGE BIPLOT AHAJII3Y

Hageneno pe3ynpTaTu €KOJIOTIYHOTO BUIPOOYBAHHS CEMH COPTIB STUMEHIO SPOTO B
2013-2014 pp., mpoanamnizoBani 3a momomororo GGE biplot. Busnayeno oco0auBocTi
CEpEIOBUIN SIK TECTEPH JJIsl OLIHKM T€HOTHUIIB. 3a pe3ysibTaTaMy JOCITIKEHb BUIICHO
copTH ssuMeHto siporo Ko3Ban Ta Anerpo, 1o MakCUMallbHO HAaOIMKEH] 10 «i/1eaIbHOr0»
TCHOTHITYy 3a BpOXKAMHICTIO Ta CTAaOUIBHICTIO. 3a pe3yabTaTaMu JIOCIiIKEHb
pekomeH0BaHo BukopucroByBatu GGE biplot s aHamizy pe3ynabTaTiB €KOJOTIYHOTO
BUNIPOOYBaHHS.

KawouoBi caoBa: GGE biplot, sumine spuii, ypokaiiHiCTh, €KOJOTIUHE
BUIIPOOYBaHHsI, CTa0LIbHICTh, COPT, aJalTUBHICTD

Ilocmanoeéka npobnemu. B cydacHHMX yMOBaxX arpoBUPOOHUKH
NOoTpeOyIOTh COPTIB 3 BHCOKOIO BPOXKAWHICTIO Ta SKICTIO MPOIYKINi, siKi O
peanizoByBalIM CBIA T€HETUYHHM MOTEHIIIAN 32 PI3HUX YMOB BHUPOIIYBaHHS.
OCHOBHOIO TPUYMHOIO KOJUBAHHS MPOAYKTUBHOCTI T€HOTHUMIB B PI3HUX
CepeZIoBUIIAX € B3aeMOJIisl TeHOTUN X cepenoBuiie. 1100 oniHUTH copTH 3a
pIBHEM 11I€i B3a€MOJIi MPOBOAATH iX €KOJOrIYHE BUMPOOYBaHHS B KIIBKOX
MyHKTaX Ta TPOTITOM KiJbKOX POKIB, IO J03BOJISE BUIUIUTH T€HOTHIU
aJlanTOBaH1 JO KOHKPETHUX YMOB («By3bKay aJalTUBHICTh) a00 3 BUCOKOIO 1
CTa0lJIbHOI0 BPOXKAWHICTIO B IIMPOKOMY Jiarma3oHl yMOB («IIUPOKa»
aJanTHUBHICTB).

OpnepkaHi B €KOJIOTIYHUX BUMPOOYBAaHHSAX JaHl aHAI3YIOTh PI3HUMHU
METOIaMH, ajie HanouIbIn cydacHuM MetooM € GGE biplot anamis [1-5], 1o
3a0e3mnedye CeNeKI[IOHEepIB JETAIBHOI Bi3yaJIbHOIO OIIHKOIO JaHHWX Ta Ja€
3MOTY BUIUIMTH HAWOUIBII MPOIYKTUBHI 1 CTAOUIbHI TEHOTUIN 1 TEHOTHUIIH,
MPUCTOCOBAaHI /0 KOHKPETHUX YMOB, Ta 1ICHTH(IKYBaTHU «Mera-
cepenoBumia» [6, 7].

Mema i 3ae0anna 0ocnidxcenb. MeTow NOCHIIKEHb Oyia OIliHKa
pe3yNibTaTiB  €KOJIOTIYHOrO0 BUIPOOYBAaHHS COPTIB SYMEHIO SpOro 13
3acrocyBanHsM GGE Dbiplot nmis Bimbopy Ha#OuIbInl ypokaHUX —Ta
CTablJIbHUX COPTIB.

Memoouka ma euxionuii mamepian. BuxiiHuMm wMarepiajoMm s
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JOCTIDKEHb CIyTyBalIM 7 COPTIB SUMEHIO sAporo cenekmii IHctutyry
pocnunnunTsa iM. B. f. FOp’eBa HAAH: Arpapiii, Anerpo, Bsipens, Jlokas,
Etuker, Ko3san Ta MojiepH (Ha rpadikax HaBeIeHO TPAHCIITEPOBAaHY HA3BY
COpTIB). 3 METOI BHU3HAYEHHS iX aJanTUBHOro mnoreHuiany B 2013 —
2014 pp. Oysmo mpoBeaeHO iX €KOJOTiYHEe BUIIPOOYBAaHHS B JBOX IYHKTaX,
M0 3HAXOAWJIUCh Yy PI3HUX TIPYHTOBO-KIIMAaTHYHMX YyMOBax: [HCTUTYT
pociuanunTBa iM. B. . IOp’eea HAAH Ta [loHenpka paep)kaBHa
cinbebkorocnoaapebka pociiaia craniis HAAH (1a rpadikax mo3HaueHi sk
IR Ta DDS BiamoBigHO).

Pe3ynpTaT €KOJOTIYHOrO BUIPOOYBaHHS OyjaM NpoaHaIi30BaHl 3
noromororo  GGE  biplot. Tpadiku  GGE biplot moOynoBani 3
BUKOPHCTAHHSM IEPINUX JBOX 0a30BHX KoMIOHEHTIB (principal component
(PC1 Ta PC2), ogepkaHuX nUIIXOM OOpPOOKH JTaHUX METOJIOM CHHTYJISPHOTO
poskiaganHs. B Mopeni 30epiraioThCs TUIBKM JBI 0a30BI KOMIIOHEHTH,
OCKIJIbKM TaKa MOJIENIb € KPallol JUIsl BUSIBJIEHHS 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH, BOHA
no3BoJisie sierko Bimoopasutu PC1 1 PC2 Ha nBoBUMIpHOMY OIIIJIOTI TaK, IO
B3a€EMO/II M1 KOXKHUM T€HOTHUIIOM Ta KOKHHM CEPEJIOBHILEM MOXKe OyTH
Bi3yaJIbOBAHOIO.

Yci rpadiku GGE biplot Oynum moOymoBaHi 3 BHKOPHUCTaHHSIM
nporpamu «GGE biploty.

Pesynvmamu ma ix 062060penns. YpoxaiHICTh COPTIB BapitoBaya sk
BIl YMOB CEpEAOBHMINA, 3aCBIIYYIOUM BIUIMB €KOJOTIYHOro (hakTopa
TEHOTHUII-CEPEAOBUIIE, TaK 1 B MeXax KOXHOIO CEpelOoBUINA MiXK
T€HOTHUIIAMHU, IEMOHCTPYIOUM F€HOTHUIIOBY 3aJICKHICTD (Tad. 1).

1. Ypo:xaiiHicTh COPTIB AYMEHIO SIPOT0 B €KOJIOTIYHOMY BUIIPOOYBaHHi,
T/Ta

IP im. B. 4. FOp’eBa Honenpka JICI'JIC
CoPT 013 p. | 2014p. | 2013p. | 2014p, | CoPeAHe

Arpapiit 2,55 6,18 3,25 2,97 3,74
Asierpo 3,00 6,62 3,33 3,05 4,00
Baiperms 2,66 7,03 2,01 3,04 3,01
Jlokas 2,35 6,56 2,97 2,73 3,65
Eruker 2,31 4,78 2,67 2,70 3,12
KosBan 3,30 6,46 3,20 2,92 3,98
Moyieps 3,35 5,83 3,22 2,94 3,82

Cepenne 2,79 6,21 3,08 2,91 3,75

GGE biplot m03BONsIE OLIHUTH AMCKPUMIHALIWHY 30aTHICTH Ta
peIPEe3eHTATUBHICTh CEPEIOBHUIN K TecTepu s OIiHKK reHoTuniB. GGE
biplot Bi3yamioe mOBXHHY BEKTOPIB CEpPEAOBUIN, SKI MPOMOPIiKHI
CTaHIAPTHOMY BIAXWJICHHIO BpPOXKAMHOCTI COPTIB Yy  BIANOBILAHOMY
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cepenosuii (puc. 1). Skio Mapkep TeCTOBOTO cepeioBHUIIa HAOMMKEHUH 10
IEHTPY OIII0TY, TOOTO Mae KOPOTKUM BEKTOpP, TOAl yC1 TEHOTHIIM B HHOMY
OJIM3bKI OJMH JIO OJIHOTO 1 CEpelOBHINE € He 1HPOPMATUBHUM IIOJO iX
mudepenmiamii. Omxke, cepenoBumia |R2013 Tta |R2014 3 poBrumu
BEKTOpPaMHU XapaKTEPU3YIOThCS BUCOKOIO JUCKPUMIHAIIHOIO 3[IaTHICTIO, a
cepenopuiiie DDS2014 — nyxe Hu3bkow. KocmHyc KyTa MK BEKTOpamu
CEpEeIOBHUILl BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS JJIS OI[IHKUA B3a€MO3B’SI3KIB MK HUMH — KYT
MeHmie 90° CBIAYUTH MPO HAABHICTH KOPENALll MDK CepeJOBHILAMHU.
Biamosinno, Mixk cepenoummamu DDS2013 ta DDS2014, sixi manu rocTpwii
KYT M1 BEKTOpaMHU, € TICHA KOPEJALIS.
3aBIsSKH LIOMY OIIUIOTY TECTOBI CEPENOBHUIIA MOKHA MOAUIUTH HA TPU
tunu. [lepmmii T Mae KOPOTKI BEKTOPH 1 HE Ja€ JOCTAaTHHOI 1H(opMalii
PO TeHOTUNH (y HAIIMUX AOCTIKEHHX 11e cepenoBuie DDS2014). [Ipyruit
TUN Ma€ JIOBI1 BEeKTOpU Ta Mayi KyTu 3 Biccto adcuuc AEC 1 nHalikpaiie

IIXOMUTh JJisi  J000pYy TEHOTHUMIB (CepeloBHUIIE
HaOJIMKeHe 710 1UX napameTpiB). TpeTiid TUIT Mae JOBI1T BEKTOPH Ta BEJHKI
kytd 3 AEC. Bonu He MOXyTh OyTHM BUKOPHCTaH1 JJisi J1000pY Kpamux
IpoT€ € KOPUCHUMHU JiJIsi OpakyBaHHS 3a CTaOUIBHICTIO

IR2013 wHaiOLIBII

TeHOTHIIIB,
(cepenosumie IR2014).
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Puc. 1. GGE biplot nuckpumMiHaminHOI 31aTHOCTI Ta
penpe3eHTATUBHOCTI CepeI0BHUIIL

GGE biplot y Burisai OararoxkytHuka «which-won-wherey (sixuit
TCHOTHIT JIe BI/IFpaG) € epekTBHUM 3acO00M Bl3yaJ113au11 SaKOHOMlpHOCTeI/I
B3a€MOJIIi MiX TEHOTHUIIOM Ta CEpEeJOBHUINEM 1 IHTepmpeTarii 61HJIOTy
BepmmHamu  0araTOKyTHHKa € MapKepud TIeHOTHIIB, IO

(puc. 1).
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MaKCHMaJbHO BiJAasieHl BiA HeHTpy OirioTy. JliHii, 1m0 po3AuIfaioTh OIMIoT
Ha CEKTOPH, SBJSAIOTH CO00I0 HalIp TIMOTETUYHUX CEpeOBHIN. SIKIO 10
OJIHOTO CEKTOpa pa3oM 3 MapKepoM cepenoBuia (abo cepeoBHII)
NOTpaIUIsie TeHOTUI HAa BEPUIMHI KyTa 0araTOKyTHHKA, TO 1€ O3HA4ae, 110 Y
IIbOMY CEpEeJOBHUIIl CcaMe Yy BIAMOBIIHOTO TEHOTHIY BPOXKAMHICTH Oyia
HaliBUIOO. BepmmHamu KyTiB OaraTOKyTHHUKAa B HAIIMX JOCIIIKEHHS
ctanu coptu Etmker, MoaepH, Anerpo, B3sipenp ta Jlokas. Tobto copT
Monepn OyB HaMOLIbII MPOAYKTUBHMM Cepell JOCTIIKYBAaHUX COPTIB Yy
cepenoBuil IR2013, copt Anerpo y cepenoBumax DDS2013 ta DDS2014,
a copT Biipenp — y BUCOkonpoayKTHBHOMY cepenopuimi IR2014.
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Puc 2. GGE biplot «which-won-where» ajist reHoTHIiB i cepeaoBHIIL

GGE biplot «Mean vs. Stability» (puc. 3) 3acTOCOBYETBHCS st
NOPIBHSUIBHOI ~ OI[IHKM TE€HOTHUIB, fAKa 0a3yeTbca Ha 1iX cepeaHii
BpOKaWHOCTI Ta CTaOUIbHOCTI B psial cepenoBuil. CepemaHsi TecTepHa
koopauHata (average tester coordinate (ATC) (Bice X), abo iHisA
BPOKAMHOCTI, MPOXOAUTH Yepe3 MOYATOK KOOPJAMHAT OIMJIOTY 31 CTPLIKOIO,
10 MMO3HAYa€ MO3UTUBHUM ii KIHELb 1 paHXKy€ T€HOTHUIIN 3a iX YPOKaHHICTIO.
Bice Y ATC, a60 Bich cTabUIBHOCTI, MPOXOIUTH Y€pPe3 MOYATOK KOOPIUHAT 3
MOABINHOIO cTpiIKot0 ieprneHANKYIIpHO oci X ATC. CepenHsi BpoKaiiHICTh
TeHOTHUIIIB OIIIHIOETHCS 3a MPOEKII€l0 CBOiX MapkepiB Ha Bick X ATC.
To6t0, copti Ko3Ban Ta Anerpo Manay HalBHILY CEpEIHIO BPOKAWHICTh, a
copt Etuker — HailiHmkuy. YpoxaitHicte coptiB Etuker, Mogepun Ta
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B3sipens Oyna HaiOuen BapiabenbHOIO (HAWMEHI CTaOUTRHOIO), TOMI SIK
coptu  Ko3Ban, Arpapiii Ta AJerpo XapakTepU3yBaJIUMCS BHCOKOIO
CTaO1IBHICTIO.
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Puc. 3. GGE biplot cepeanix 3HaueHs NPOAYKTUBHOCTI i cTadiibHOCTI
reHOTHIIIB

B Meromgmkax OIIHKKM aganTUBHUX OCOOJMBOCTEM T'€HOTHIIIB
A. B. Kinmpuescbkoro, JI. B. XorunpoBoi [8] Ta B. B. Xanrinpaina [9] e
BOXJIMBUI 1HTETPAIbHUI MOKA3HUK «CEJIEKI[IHA IIHHICTh TCHOTHUITY», KU
XapaKTepu3y€e TeHOTHNH 3a MOEAHAHHSM BpPOXKAMHOCTI Ta i CTAOUIBHOCTI.
GGE biplot takoxx 1ae MOXJIHBICTh PAH)KYBATH MCHOTHITH 3a «CEJICKI[IITHOIO
miHHICTIO» LleHTp KOHUEHTpUYHUX Kin (puc. 3) sBisie COOOI0 TMOJIOKEHHS
1IealbHOT0  TeHOTUNMY (TEeHOTUIY 3 MAaKCHUMAaJbHOI0  «CEJIEKIIHHOI0
I[IHHICTIO»), SIKWA BU3HAYAETHCSA TMPOEKINEI Ha CEePeIHbO-CEPEIOBUIIHY
BICh, IO JOPIBHIOE HAWOBIIOMY BEKTOPY T'€HOTHUIIIB 3 YPOKAMHICTIO BUILE
CepelHbOi, Ta 3a HYJIbOBOIO MPOEKIIEI HA MEPHEHAUKYISPHY JIIHIIO
(HynpoBa BapiaOeNbHICTh MO BCIX cepeAoBHINax). Yum Oliblle T€HOTHII
HAOMVKEHUH J10 17IeaIbHOT0, TUM IIIHHIIINM BiH €. X04a TaKUH «1J1eaJbHUN»
TE€HOTUIT MOKE 1 HE ICHYBaTH B MPUPO/Il, BIH MOKE€ BUKOPHCTOBYBATHUCH SIK
€TaJIOH JJIS1 OLIIHKYU T'€HOTHUIIIB.

Ockinbku oaunuui Bumipy PCl ta PC2 nng reHoTumiB €
OpUTIHAJIBPHUMHU OJIMHUIISIMU BUMIPY BPOXKaWHOCTI TPH MaciiTa0yBaHHI
LEHTPOBAHOMY MO TE€HOTUNY, oauHuIl BuMmipy abcuucu ATC (cepemus
BpPOXKAMHICTh) Ta OpAWHATH (CTAOUIBHICTH) TaKOX TMOBUHHI MPEICTABISTH
OpUTIHAJIBHI OJUHHII BHUMIPY BpoOKalHOCTI. OXMHHIS BiICTaHI MIX
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TCHOTUIIOM Ta «iJCAIBbHUM» TEHOTUIIOM TaKOX SBIIAE€ OPUTIHAIBHY
OJIMHUITIO BUMIPY BpOKalHOCTI. TakKuM YMHOM, PaH)KyBaHHsI, Ik 0a3yeThCsI
Ha IIEHTPOBAaHOMY 3a TCHOTHUIIOM MaciuTaOyBaHHI, TMepeadavae, 1o
CTallIBHICTh Ta CEpPEeAHS BPOKAWHICTH € OJHAKOBO BaXIuBUMH. OTKe,
coptu Ko3Ban Tta Aserpo, HaOJIMKEH1 10 LICHTPY KOHIIEHTPUYHHUX KiJI, OYyJIu
«caTbHUMMW» COpPTaMU 3 TOYKH 30py OUIBII BHUCOKOI BPOXKAMHOCTI Ta

CTab1JIbHOCTI B MOPIBHSAHHI 3 THITUMU T'€HOTUITAMH.

'PC1 = 72,698QC2 =237%, Sum=963% __---"7 T -e. 3 X
Transform = 0 \gcaling = 0, Centering = 2,.8VP = 1 s

NOT

PC1
Puc. 4. GGE biplot, skuii 6a3yeTbcsi HA TeHOTHII-IIEHTPOBAHOMY
MaclITa0yBaHHI /151 NOPIBHSIHHA F€HOTHIIIB 3 ileaTbHUM IeHOTHIIOM

Bucnoexku. Taxum umnom, 3 gomomororo GGE biplot Busnaueno
OCOOJIMBOCTI  CEPEJOBUI SIK TECTEpPH [JJsi OI[IHKA TEHOTUIB. 3a
pe3yibTaTaMu JOCHIKEHb BHJALIEHO COPTH suMeHio siporo Ko3eaH Ta
Anerpo, 10 MakCUMalbHO HAOMMKEHI JI0 «IJ€aJIbHOTO0» TeHOTUIY 3a
BPO’KaMHICTIO Ta CTAOUIBHICTIO.

Omxke, GGE biplot ananmiz MoxHa PEKOMEHIYBaTH SK TIOBHOIIIHHY
aNbTEPHATUBY HAWOUIBII MOIIMPEHUM METOJIMKAM OIIHKK OCOOIMBOCTEN
NYHKTIB BUIPOOYBaHHS Ta aalTUBHOTO MOTEHL1ATy T€HOTHIIIB.
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JloHelKas rocy1apCTBEHHAs CENIbCKOXO35ICTBEHHAs onbITHAsA ctanuyst HAAH

OIIEHKA B3AMMOJENCTBUA TEHOTHII x CPEJA COPTOB SYMEHSI
APOBOI'O C TIOMOIIBIO GGE BIPLOT AHAJIN3A

[IpencraBieHbl pe3yiabTaThl IKOJIOTUYECKOTO HCIIBITAHUS CEMH COPTOB SUMEHS
spoBoro B 2013-2014 rr., npoananusupoBanueie ¢ nomouipto GGE biplot. Onpexnenens
0COOEHHOCTH Cpell B KauyecTBE TECTEPOB JUIsl OLEHKM TeHoTuroB. Ilo pesymnbraTam
UCCIIEIOBaHUM BBIAEIEHBl copTa suMeHs sipoBoro Ko3aH u Ajerpo, MakcHMaibHO
NpUOIIDKEHHbIE K «HUA€aJTbHOMY» T€HOTUIY MO YpoKalHOCTH U cTtabunbHocTU. [lo
pe3yJbTaTaM HCCIeIOBaHUH peKOMeHJ0BaHO ucnoib3oBath GGE biplot mns ananmza
PE3yJIbTaTOB 3KOJOTUYECKOTO UCIIBITAHUS.

Kawuesbie cioBa: GGE biplot, ssamens spoBoii, ypoKailHOCTh, 3KOJIOTHYECKOE
HUCIIBITAHUC, CTa6I/IJIBHOCTB, COpPT, aAalITUBHOCTD.
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P. M. Solonechnyi, M. R. Kozachenko, N. I. Vasko, A. G. Naumov,
Plant Production Institute nd. a V.Ya. Yuryev of NAAS

O. B. Bondareva, Y. V. Logvinenko

Donetsk State Agricultural Experimental Station of NAAS

EVALUATION OF GENOTYPE BY ENVIRONMENT INTERACTION OF
SPRING BARLEY VARIETIES USING GGE BIPLOT ANALYSIS

The article presents of results of a multi environmental trial in seven varieties of
spring barley conducted in 2013-2014 using GGE biplot analysis. The objective of this
study was to determine the effect of genotype, environment and their interaction for grain
yield and identify stable spring barley genotypes.

Seven spring barley varieties bred at the Plant Production Institute nd. a V.Ya.
Yuryev of NAAS serves as source material. To determine their adaptive potential, in
2013-2014 an environmental trial was carried out in two locations with different soil and
climatic conditions: Plant Production Institute nd. a V.Ya. Yuryev of NAAS (Eastern
Forest-Steppe) and Donetsk State Agricultural Experiment Station of NAAS (Southern
Steppe). The experimental layout was a randomized complete block design with three
replications in each environment.

Peculiarities of trial locations as testers for estimating genotypes were established.
Thus, environments IR2013 and IR2014 with long vectors had a high discriminating
power, and environment DDS2014 was characterized by a low discriminating power. The
cosine of the angle between environment vectors is used for assessment of approximation
between them: the smaller the angle between environment vectors is, the larger
correlation between them is. Correspondingly, there is a strong correlation between
environments DDS2013 and DDS2014. Location environment IR2014 had long vectors
and a large inclination angle with AEC abscissa, indicating their unsuitability as testers
for selecting the best genotypes, but at the same time the applicability of their using as
tester for selection for stability.According to the biplot of the “ideal” environment it was
concluded that IR2013 was the closest to ideal environment and therefore the most
desirable of all test environments.

The polygon view of GGE biplot showed that variety Modern was the highest
yielding in environment IR2013. Moreover, variety Alegro exhibited the highest yield
potential in environments DDS2013 and DDS2014, whereas variety Vzirets was the
highest in environment IR2014. The varieties Kozvan and Alegro had the highest mean
yield, and the variety Etyket — the lowest mean yield. The yields in the varieties Etyket,
Modern and Vzirets (G1) had the most variable, while the varieties Kozvan, Agrariy and
Alegro were noticeable for their high stability.

The varieties Kozvan and Alegro is noticeable for its maximum fidelity to the “ideal”
genotype in terms of performance and stability.

This study clearly demonstrated that the GGE biplot model was found effective
for determining the multi environmental trial data.

Key words: GGE biplot, spring barley, yield, multi environmental trial, stability,
variety, adaptability
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